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1. Paul N. Saylor, declare and say: 

X I am an independent manufacturer representative within the sporting goods 

industry and have also been an ice and roller arena operator. 

2. I have been in the hockey business for over 3 0 years as a manufactures 
representative and ice and roller arena operator. 

3. I understand that Thomas M Verrengia has applied for a U. S. patent 
(hereinafter referred to as Mr. Verrengia's hockey puck) and has claimed as his invention: 

(a) a puck having both central and peripheral plugs, where the central plug 
extends above both the top and bottom surfaces of the puck body and where at 
least one of the peripheral plugs extend above both the top and bottom surfaces 
of the puck body. 
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4 Another feature of the hockey puck claimed by Mr. Verrengia is feature (a) in 
combination with; 

(b) The peripheral plugs cover a substantial portion of the periphery of the 
puck. 

5 Yet another feature of the hockey puck claimed by Mr. Verrengia is feature (a) 

in combination with: 

(c) The central and peripheral plugs have a greater surface area than the 
remainder of the puck (greater than a surface area of the puck body excluding 
the openings for the central and peripheral plugs), 

6 I understand that the Examiner has not found a single prior patent that shows 
feature (a), or feature (a) with either of features (b) or (c). Instead, he has combined features 
from several prior patents to reject claims having features (a), (b) and (c). For example, with 
regard to feature (a) above, I understand that the Examiner found a reference that shows the 
peripheral plugs and another reference that shows the central plug and has combined the 
teachings of the two references to reject a claim reciting feature (a). 

7. I believe that each of the above features, independently, makes for an 

improved hockey puck that has an improved weight distribution over the hockey pucks that 
are known in the prior art and that the improved weight distribution allows the puck to 
perform better when flat while it also tends to allow the puck to fall flat when it is on it's edge. 
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8. I also believe that the prior patent and others like it showing only a central plug 

may perform better when flat but not when on its edge, and the prior patent and others like it 
showing only the peripheral plugs performs better when on its edge but not when flat. 

9 i further believe that the puck having features (a), and feature (a) with either of 

features (b) and (c), out performs the pucks of the prior art both when flat and when on its 
edge due to such features. 

j O Mr. Verrengia's hockey puck has been met with commercial success and such 

success is a result of feature (a), and feature (a) with either of features (b) or (c) described 
above. I have shown Mr. Verrengia's puck to many of my accounts. Substantial initial orders 
have been taken as a result and I estimate being able to sell approximately 12,000 units of Mr. 
Verrengia's puck in my territory in the first year. The accounts feel that feature (a), and 
features (a) with either feature (b) or (c) enables the puck to perform better than pucks having 
only one of the central or peripheral plugs. Since there are many hockey pucks on the market, 
I would probably not be able to sell many of Mr. Verrengia's hockey pucks if it didn't have 
feature (a) or feature (a) with either feature (b) or (c)> 

1 1 . There is a long felt need in the industry for a puck having an improved 

performance when both flat and on its edge which is solved by the Mr. Verrengia's hockey 
puck having feature (a), or feature (a) with either feature (b) or (c) discussed above. The 
hockey pucks of the prior art address one of the above two problems and perform well either 
when flat or when on its edge. However, there is a long felt need in the hockey industry for a 
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puck that performs well in both situations. Mr. Verrengia's puck solves such long felt need 
due to feature (a), or feature (a) with either feature (b) or (c). 

12. I declare further that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are true 

and that all statements made on information and belief are believed to be true; and further that 
these statements are made with the knowledge that false statements and the like so made are 
punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under section 1001 of title 18 of the United 
States Code and that such willful false statements may jeopardize the validity of the 
application or any patents issuing thereon. 

' ' [/PaulN. Saylor Q 
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